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(i) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 

the date on which the Program is estab-
lished, and every 2 years thereafter, the Sec-
retary shall publish and submit to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry of the Senate and the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
a report describing, for the period covered by 
the report— 

(1) the number of covered entities that— 
(A) were registered under the Program; 
(B) were new registrants under the Pro-

gram, if applicable; and 
(C) did not renew their registration under 

the Program, if applicable; 
(2) each covered entity the certification of 

which was revoked by the Secretary under 
subsection (e)(8); 

(3) a review of the outcomes of the Pro-
gram, including— 

(A) the ability of farmers, ranchers, and 
private forest landowners, including small, 
beginning, and socially disadvantaged farm-
ers, ranchers, and private forest landowners, 
to develop agriculture or forestry credits 
through covered entities certified under the 
Program; 

(B) methods to improve the ability of farm-
ers, ranchers, and private forest landowners 
to overcome barriers to entry to voluntary 
environmental credit markets; and 

(C) methods to further facilitate participa-
tion of farmers, ranchers, and private forest 
landowners in voluntary environmental cred-
it markets; and 

(4) any recommendations for improve-
ments to the Program. 

(j) CONFIDENTIALITY.— 
(1) PROHIBITION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Secretary, any other offi-
cer or employee of the Department of Agri-
culture or any agency of the Department of 
Agriculture, or any other person may not 
disclose to the public the information held 
by the Secretary described in subparagraph 
(B). 

(B) INFORMATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the information prohibited from 
disclosure under subparagraph (A) is— 

(I) information collected by the Secretary 
or published by the Secretary under sub-
section (h) or (i); 

(II) personally identifiable information, in-
cluding in a contract or service agreement, 
of a farmer, rancher, or private forest land-
owner, obtained by the Secretary under 
paragraph (7) or (8)(B)(i) of subsection (e); 
and 

(III) confidential business information in a 
contract or service agreement of a farmer, 
rancher, or private forest landowner ob-
tained by the Secretary under paragraph (7) 
or (8)(B)(i) of subsection (e). 

(ii) AGGREGATED RELEASE.—Information 
described in clause (i) may be released to the 
public if the information has been trans-
formed into a statistical or aggregate form 
that does not allow the identification of the 
person who supplied or is the subject of the 
particular information. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
prohibit the disclosure— 

(A) of the name of any covered entity pub-
lished and submitted by the Secretary under 
subsection (i)(2); or 

(B) by an officer or employee of the Fed-
eral Government of information described in 
paragraph (1)(B) as otherwise directed by the 
Secretary or the Attorney General for en-
forcement purposes. 

(k) FUNDING.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 

addition to the amount made available under 
paragraph (2), there is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section $1,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2022 through 2026. 

(2) DIRECT FUNDING.— 
(A) RESCISSION.—There is rescinded 

$4,100,000 of the unobligated balance of 
amounts made available by section 1003 of 
the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (Pub-
lic Law 117–2). 

(B) DIRECT FUNDING.—If sufficient unobli-
gated amounts made available by section 
1003 of the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 
(Public Law 117–2) are available on the date 
of enactment of this Act to execute the en-
tire rescission described in subparagraph (A), 
then on the day after the execution of the 
entire rescission, there is appropriated to the 
Secretary, out of amounts in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, $4,100,000 to 
carry out this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). Under the previous order, the 
motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Candace Jackson-Akiwumi, of Illinois, 
to be United States Circuit Judge for 
the Seventh Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Iowa. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 831 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 

here with Senators Cornyn and Leahy 
to ask unanimous consent. 

As if in legislative session, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from further consideration of S. 831 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration; further, that the Grass-
ley amendment at the desk be consid-
ered and agreed to; and that the bill, as 
amended, be considered read a third 
time and passed and the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. GRAHAM. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-

jection is heard. 
The Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

guess I am not surprised that we would 
have an objection like this because a 
program that has been corrupt and 
that we have been trying to reform for 
8 years—every time we reach an agree-
ment, there is big-moneyed interests in 
this town and around the country that 
keep it from happening. 

So today’s objection, unfortunately, 
represents another victory for those 
same moneyed, powerful, corrupt inter-
ests that have so often worked to kill 
reforms to a program that they love to 
abuse for nothing more than their own 
financial benefit. 

It also means that Congress will not 
be able to pass legislation to reauthor-

ize the program in advance of its expi-
ration on June 30. A narrow subset of 
big-moneyed and corrupt interests has 
now shown that they would rather kill 
the program altogether than have to 
accept integrity programs designed to 
clamp down on their bad behavior. 

I thank all those groups who have 
been working with us for 8 years to get 
this program reformed. A lot of those 
people use that program. They were 
willing to make it an honest program. 

All of this action today of this objec-
tion is unfortunate but not surprising. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, EB–5 in-

vestments are a major economic driver 
in Texas. EB–5 projects use merit-based 
immigration to create thousands of 
American jobs and bring billions of dol-
lars in investment to major urban 
areas, like Dallas and Houston, as well 
as our rural communities across the 
State. These projects include invest-
ments in infrastructure for a wide vari-
ety of sectors, including energy, hospi-
tality, residential, and commercial. 

I am a supporter of the EB–5 Pro-
gram and its resources for the commu-
nity, but there is no question, as Sen-
ator GRASSLEY has said, that it could 
stand some reforms. As with any de-
bate in Congress, there are a lot of dif-
ferent opinions on what those reforms 
should look like, but we can all agree 
that we need to strengthen this pro-
gram and reauthorize it. 

I am glad to join Senator GRASSLEY 
today in offering this legislation to im-
prove the integrity and security of the 
EB–5 Program, while ensuring law- 
abiding Texas job creators aren’t nega-
tively impacted. 

This bill would have reauthorized the 
EB–5 Program until 2023, with signifi-
cant oversight and integrity measures. 
It will require regional centers to have 
policies and procedures in place to pro-
tect against fraud. It will give the De-
partment of Homeland Security great-
er authority to terminate applications 
based on fraud, criminal misuse, or 
threats to public safety or national se-
curity. It would subject EB–5 projects 
to greater oversight. All of these 
changes come without skewing the 
framework of the program to benefit 
certain areas to the detriment of oth-
ers. 

This happens to be very similar to 
legislation that I introduced in 2015 
with Senator SCHUMER and Senator 
Flake, which included recommenda-
tions from both the Department of 
Homeland Security and the Govern-
ment Accountability Office. 

I appreciate Chairman GRASSLEY’s 
leadership on this legislation, and I 
hope at some point we can reauthorize 
the EB–5 Program and safeguard crit-
ical investments in communities 
across the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I was 
happy to join with both Senators 
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GRASSLEY and CORNYN on the EB–5 re-
form bill. Senator CORNYN has worked 
very hard on this, Senator GRASSLEY 
has, and I have, and it was truly a bi-
partisan bill. It had widespread support 
of EB–5 stakeholders—those who re-
sponsibly welcomed changes to the pro-
gram that would improve oversight and 
accountability. 

Senator GRASSLEY and I have been 
working for years to reform the EB–5 
visa program. We wanted to reduce the 
fraud that has occurred in several EB– 
5 projects, including one that occurred 
in my own State of Vermont. 

This legislation—again, bringing Re-
publicans and Democrats across the po-
litical spectrum together—reflects a 
careful and thoughtful compromise to 
both keep the EB–5 Program alive and 
curtail the worst abuses it has. There 
is actually only a small minority that 
wants to keep the program operating 
without these improved standards and 
oversight. 

I wish they would be willing to come 
here and bring it up, vote it up or 
down, and be on the RECORD saying 
how they are going to vote, because op-
posing our effort on this is a vote that 
allows the EB–5 Program to lapse. It 
will have untold economic con-
sequences throughout the communities 
that rely on the program for develop-
ment projects, like those that the Sen-
ator from Texas just mentioned. 

I wish that Senators had supported 
Senator GRASSLEY’s consent request. 
But I will take a moment to say I 
thank Senator GRASSLEY for working 
with me over the years to find a bipar-
tisan compromise to reform this. Hours 
have gone into that. He and Senator 
CORNYN and I and others have worked 
hard to have a compromise. I am sorry 
that the unanimous consent was ob-
jected to, especially as it means this 
will expire, and we won’t have votes on 
improvements that could take place. I 
think it is a wasted opportunity. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
Mr. President, actually, if others are 

waiting, let me say something on an-
other matter. It was 169 days ago that 
the world witnessed a violent insurrec-
tion take place in the seat of American 
democracy. All of us have the memory 
of rioters in combat gear who were 
armed with zip ties and smashing in 
the windows of the Capitol Building. 
Everybody in America remembers that. 
The images of the National Guard pa-
trolling the Capitol grounds behind 
fences topped with barbed wire—those 
are going to be in the pages of text-
books of American history for genera-
tions to come. 

Now, we didn’t budget for an insur-
rection. In a democracy like ours, you 
should never have to. But the path of 
destruction from that day left the Cap-
itol Police overburdened and 
underresourced. Purchases of critical 
equipment like respirators, ballistic 
helmets, protective gear, and train-
ing—those have been delayed to make 
up for these unanticipated costs. Ef-
forts to implement the department’s 

wellness program to address mental 
health concerns following January 6 
have been put on the back burner. And 
if we do nothing, the Capitol Police 
projects that doing nothing will de-
plete salary funds in August, and that 
would be a security crisis that we have 
created. 

Now, 55 sworn officers have left the 
force since January 6. That is not 
counting those who died from January 
6. That has depleted the force, which is 
already stressed. It is below what is 
needed to meet mission requirements. 
There is an urgent need to address the 
unanticipated costs associated with the 
attack on this building, including sig-
nificant overtime pay, the need for haz-
ard pay, and retention bonuses to keep 
dedicated officers from leaving the 
force. 

The urgent need extends beyond the 
Capitol Police. Last week, the Sec-
retary of Defense testified before the 
full Appropriations Committee and 
said that if we do not act, the National 
Guard will be forced to cut training in 
August as well. I met with the Green 
Mountain Boys, who came from 
Vermont to secure the Capitol after 
January 6. I thanked them for their 
service. I am sure many other Senators 
thanked the Guard from their States. 
But if we don’t act, our visits and 
thanking them is nothing more than 
empty words for the men and women 
who put their lives on the line for our 
country. 

And, finally, the trauma that day is 
shared by every member of the con-
gressional community, from the 
Speaker of the House to the dedicated 
support staff in the Capitol—staff we 
rely on every day to do our work. It 
should not be lost on us that we 
weren’t the ones who went to sweep up 
the shattered glass and scrub the floors 
and walls of this building on that day 
and throughout the night. It was the 
people who work here. 

It should not be lost on us that dur-
ing the darkest hours of the pandemic, 
following the insurrection, these public 
servants came to work, cleaned our of-
fices, ensured our safety, the safety of 
our staff, and boarded up shattered 
windows and broken doors. 

Now, we did not budget for both the 
pandemic and insurrection. We were 
forced to rob Peter to pay Paul to keep 
our congressional community safe and 
healthy. But now necessary legislative 
branch projects lack the funding to 
move forward. We ought to have the re-
sponsibility to address that. 

It has been 169 days since January 6. 
It has been 169 days since Republicans 
and Democrats reconvened in this 
Chamber in bipartisan defiance of 
those who sought to overthrow democ-
racy and the rule of law through mob 
violence. 

But now, for 35 days, the House- 
passed emergency supplemental to ad-
dress the security and the mental 
health needs of the January 6 insurrec-
tion and the lingering scars of the 
COVID pandemic has languished in the 

Senate. And why? Because Senate Re-
publicans have refused to begin nego-
tiations on a bipartisan path forward. 

So I am urging my colleagues: Begin 
these negotiations. The clock is tick-
ing. My staff and I are—throughout the 
Fourth of July recess, we are—willing 
to meet and talk with anybody to get 
these negotiations going, because if we 
don’t act, the Capitol Police is going to 
run out of funding in a very short time 
in August. 

And what are we saying? We are 
turning our backs on those who fought 
and bled and died on that day to pro-
tect us and defend this building and ev-
erything it stands for. How can we pos-
sibly do that? We are going to be forc-
ing the men and women of the National 
Guard to go without training that is 
necessary to achieve their mission, and 
we will be telling the women and men 
of the Capitol staff who support us: 
Thanks, but we don’t support you. 

That would be wrong. That goes 
against everything that I have learned 
in my years here in the Senate from 
both Republicans and Democrats. 

The security supplemental would ad-
dress the shortfalls. It would provide 
new resources for overtime, hazard 
pay, mental health services, retention 
bonuses, and new equipment and train-
ing for the Capitol Police, all of which 
is needed. It would fully reimburse the 
wounded men of the National Guard 
with costs incurred protecting the Cap-
itol. 

They were called. They came. They 
didn’t say: Oh, are we going to get re-
imbursed? 

They answered the call. Of course, 
they assumed that we would be respon-
sible enough to reimburse them. 

We also restored legislative branch 
funding that was taken to address the 
immediate needs of keeping our con-
gressional community safe and 
healthy. 

I have been ready to begin bipartisan 
negotiations. I believe if we begin these 
negotiations now, we could complete 
our work in the July session. My door 
is always open. It will be open through-
out the July recess. 

I yield the floor. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I rise 

once again in support of Jen Easterly’s 
nomination to be Director of the Cy-
bersecurity and Infrastructure Secu-
rity Agency, commonly referred to as 
CISA. 

Yesterday, I came to the floor to 
urge my colleagues to swiftly confirm 
Ms. Easterly to lead CISA so she can 
get to work in strengthening our Na-
tion’s response to the recent onslaught 
of online attacks that have literally 
wrought havoc to our critical infra-
structure, businesses, and even govern-
ment. 

With her more than three decades of 
service in the public and private sec-
tors and her critical role in crafting 
vital cyber security recommendations 
as a member of the Cyber Solarium 
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